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Dear Paul, 

° f “ t “ «*“■* <■»“*« -s'. 

*»«« ™ ed “■ -”• ^ 
my part discovered by Howard when he was here Tk. ari inezcuseable oversight on 
before daylight* When it is all together, 2 'll sendT^ COasider to be the necessary 

— *»> of th, -CTlSl- „ ° *)S1 f r 03 * ** 1 *“* t «“ Oto 

ae is ycm- active. Y 0 ur -aehtence 2ad s , "It would Ut 2ttlitTf ^ ^ etweeE you 311(1 
aitxves to you," and it would, not for the -:^ e7 ^ 3 futllit y for me to aefead my 
one thing about you of which I remain wi+h««t jJ 8 ’ aaoic reasons but because the 
phrasing U.L.o, ? S 1 «. 

reaction to severs criticism the Essence problem, namely your 

but frivolity, as I see it. Your last sentence d Sl s ^ *** t° address anything 
no desire of getting this material tiT t ? is P ar SS r pah reads, "Because -I had 

distribution at all." I acknolwedge that the^se^fL^r^^h’ 1 **** n ° Sener&1 
assume a general distribution, especially ™ rather than carbons led to me 

indicate the initials of those to* whom vou made lim^ef d^Stf ^ ^ not 

sent copies to sevem besides Arch I do t o ^ strib ution. You also day you 

Sylvia and I account for 3 . Sos S^thf toZ^ ** 1 ^ ^ Bud ** d 

who ii: ^ ; ^ id *» 

refusal to samine what Liftoa was up to aid i/at least*^ 6 " 1 *° h^T thiSr 8 3 1,1 th your 
please) yoj made something I obtained ava-Pahi,. *■ one case ns not argue this, 

lcassifiad sections, I desired the opaosite You be lt: yesterday's 

a responsible 5 being able to do it bv ref usin.v “ regard poor sick °ave as 

to and had been, and just refused to wS^f t22f 8t yourself 111 what he was up 
by whatever bugs him, h2 ^ Were be aot «*<* «*d also eaten 

divisiveness and is, without doubt,’ tot^l^witho-t^Sjfl^ 001 '' 1 ° f b ® St daasin « 
now are unsolicitedly acknowledging to me? ~ scri Pl®» as even his friends until 

both LI you 2now 2 °iike 2e spite ££ " °f Whleh 1 to0W ’ Sy ^ ** **. 

us over the years, Sylvia, largely ± 3 \ tfh^dV ^ n ^ y - 62pK33eti differences between 
not desires. So, she is ha ° n ~ ° f “^stances 

she has been feeding things to Sprague, whereupon tteTan kn0Wledge ^ and activities, ‘ A ’hus 
manney innocently hut perfectly deSLed 2 Mil * ° f context ’ and in a 

doesn t know a fink from an arnzel jfSLo 0 k111 work. For the most part, Bud 

Skolnick, despite my frequent warning tr SS ^ S wddlin S Iless bo be open and helpful to 
people approach him. Bud stuff i 3 open to Soravue ’'^ to f y checks with me first when new 
not discussed Sprague with him receSy, I tiS oTtl “ the reCCrd * I<Te 
aide 4 cuy, do not consider Sprague a "responsi-'s^ d ® soite thin hing he is a very 

been quite the ooposite and i" t, -^° e * for be has consistently and blindly 

it immaterial, for here ar= tm seven, xhere was every reason to believe 

your memo. *** S0UrCeS fr0S wboa he be expected to have gotten 


- iT^s^rs*^ o?T2s* i Moh is ^ - f «» i«w«. ^ 1 tbiuk 1 

do what I regard as a stupid t hing 1 ° + Sr 211(1 therefore more concerned when you 

further because I think it alone amply Drove "^th^ the a f gumen ' t of bhe previous par. 

aBply proves the complaint I made to you, that ihat you 



2 


dod did could not zsore perfectly have been , . , 

you said you wanted. Particularly with two thinS^tS ^ opposite of vh& t 

declassification and the apparently 7 hazard iaherent ia this whole 

of both your melon work and" your subsequent 77 a, ' titude towarci Y° u as a result 
below what your friends have ™g ani equally 

a^ply displayed to all of us 0 ^ 1 ^%°^ and perception, so 

run, you have added jfule to suspicions* about vou ^ great Jeo P ard ^ needless 

personally s you cannot be unawaS oT^ ^ ° GG ° 8 ^ y0U 

you and others difficult if not -with ^ '£1 ^ t collaboration between 

I presume you also do not. 50 S ° ver 7 auaa do not want, and 

write and what you if 2L\lnf2do2iore 722^ is tile essen ce of what I did 
7 copies and were pure in he^Lf sj££!" ^ **** *° ** y ° U sefl1; out 

you do not say.^ut^f it^g af^^ar^ 3 7 Uti0n to those who « ot tbe letter to Arch", 
write. But is to Jhol Jou ^his^r^ I ** *** to tate «** tf 
repeated caution*. me. I do not S e2 JTLfJf+i ^ Wh °“ yOU did not send tWLs 
think if I am to be able to fan* off w hn7 t " b ° se you consider "responsible", but I 
especially if Sprague ' t « ££j£ *’ d life to too., 

can be the same. Also Mewcomb, of whose SeftiSittesVl ^ y °\ think 
(and motive is not a question with me abSt h£2r S^e).^ ° T ^ y ° U aPS 

By now you know the arrangements have been made, 

what tS^vL^fS r" “*• l0U did tell me what and only 

and none not to believe that it also fontaLed S’ reaSOQ to belie7e 
should have prompted caution on your St 2d -tuff. But the Valle stuff alone 

almost immediately for but Si CO weri h** * a 7“ re peat you could have spoken to me 

* toM **• »— 

lay good hunch disclosed. * 63 Eaybe half and x do not yet hive all that 

The paragrpah on the unofficial Perrie material* +uh , 

have done anything with it vet when enal. io this day neither you r.or "im 

to work on it immediate! J!’! 2vf ^ ~ that you could go 

•W conclualons, toil »f,„ “f ' *"»'«• “ Jl “ »» 

are to serve immediate purposes This has i-r-t ^77 f aow as fast as possible if they 

y--ar, which makes it hard to believe it was thfT^’ * aul h® 811 aan Y ^nths, maybe a half 
that doing nothing could so be es-niain-d v- + ' ? res f ure ot other work, I acknowledge 

and 10857*0 send 2 foies t T silence..., I ’H be getting CDs loS 

if I asked for the return of tte ^e-dom^lff^tf' 6 " 0 do **“ I don,t nou »call, but 
...You and court: why do you not ask Hitchell f 0 - C7 please do aot tpgget to. 

Valle investigation, the lew York stuff? ~ "7 t 7 kn °”' is sti11 withheld on the 

tima you out into tks. “"f/” the 

as with thera&l mnag (you still haven’t , ° - 0UI " i° c S silences of tile past, 

70, Miht h.TTSt'r.'Sj SSr^^rS - ?? « ng ^.) 

letter I wrote you about this falt « in the “ 

Or, I’ll try and include a dupe for^f£rf ^7°“ °£ tiJoaa for™, 

suggests I went over this in £te 66 future... Jntry 25 list: hasty glance 

Of all you got last trip, singL ^ dt COst t{> a copy 

(thanks for the wish) if sih things as thia'didm^w ^ *“ fewer frustrations 

they do. You have no monopoly... I assume you Sll Qtiadl f f d as oft ®u as 

becomes other than quiescent It i<, mt . 1 7^’ Mediately it the aelonry 

do7nf° r ® uidaace » “ot argument, something I often fomd^weSn^ 6 obber arguments. They 
do tofo* » X rf*S fiod-h^dSI k&£t|'Xi'd?a§ 0 SoS* t SiS s *g£ c S* r g~- 





